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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Pursuant to discussions between Applicant's counsel, Jeffrey C. Metzcar, and Examiner 
Charles during telephonic interviews conducted on August 3 and August 5, 2004, Applicant 
respectfully submits that the claims as amended are now in condition for allowance. Applicant 
thanks the Examiner for his patience and the opportunity to discuss the pending claim rejections. 

The Examiner has previously allowed claims 21 and 23-24 and has objected to claims 7, 
16-18, 22 and 25 indicating that they would be allowable if rewritten in independent form. 
Claims 1 and 14 are currently amended. As a result of these amendments, Applicant respectfully 
submits that claims 1 and 14 are now allowable such that Examiner's objections to claims 7, 16- 
1 8, 22 and 25 have been overcome. Review and reconsideration on the merits are requested. 

Claim Amendments 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-6, 8-12 and 14-15 under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being 
obvious over U.S. Patent No. 5,924,947 to Williams in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,607,662 to 
Hama et al. The Examiner has also objected to claims 7, 16-18, 22 and 25 as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim. Claims 7, 22 and 25 each depend from previously rejected 
independent claim 1. Claims 16-18 each depend from previously rejected independent claim 14. 

In accordance with the understanding reached between Applicant's counsel and Examiner 
Charles, independent claims 1 and 14 have been amended to further define the relationship 
between the claimed valve and fluid chamber. Specifically, claims 1 and 14 now state that 
movement of the arm on the support member will cause relative movement between the valve 
and the fluid chamber. As detailed in one set of dependent claims, this relative movement may 
result from movement of the valve relative to the fluid chamber. Alternatively, as detailed in 
another set of dependent claims, this relative movement may result from movement of the fluid 
chamber relative to the valve. Claims 1 and 14 broadly encompass both embodiments. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the amendments to claims 1 and 14 have overcome 
the Examiner's rejection. Applicant further submits that these amendments have overcome the 
rejections and objections to all claims that depend from claims 1 and 14, including claims 2-5, 7- 
12, 15-18, 22 and 25, for at least the same reason. 
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Claim Rejections 

As previously stated, the Examiner has rejected claim 6 under §103 as being obvious 
over Williams in view of Hama et al. Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection for the 
following reasons. 

According to the Examiner, "Williams discloses the valve is coupled to the drum section 
[of the arm] and the valve moves with respect to the chamber so as to open and lock flow of 
fluid." Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Examiner's characterization of the prior art. 
Williams teaches a device in which the valve is coupled to a stationary hub such that the fluid 
chamber moves with the drum section of the arm relative to the valve. Claim 6, however, like 
claim 21, which the Examiner has allowed, is directed an embodiment in which the valve moves 
with the arm relative to the chamber. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that claim 6 
is patentable for at least the same reason as claim 21. 

Prior Amendment 

A corrected version of Applicant's prior Amendment, dated March 21, 2004, is submitted 
herewith pursuant to the Examiner's request. As brought to the Examiner's attention by 
Applicant's counsel, due to a printing error, new language added to the claims in the previous 
Amendment was not properly underlined. Newly added language does, however, appear in a 
different font. To resolve any possible confusion, an identical Amendment with underlining is 
attached. 

In light of the foregoing, the claimed subject matter is patentably distinct from the cited 
prior art and applicant respectfully requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this 
case. The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may be 
required by this paper, or to credit any overpayment to Deposit Account 20-0809. Prompt and 
favorable examination is requested. 
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Respectfully submitted, 


Reg. No. 52,027 


THOMPSON HINE LLP 
2000 Courthouse Plaza, N.E. 
10 West Second Street 
Dayton, Ohio 45402-1758 
(937) 443-6841 
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